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Remarks 

Claims 24-32 and 34 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/16/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 24, 25. 27-32, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barnett (U.S. Patent 6,772,157) in view of Maier (U.S. Patent 
5,625,815). 

Regarding Claim 24, 

Barnett discloses in a computer system that includes items stored 
in at least one volume being divided into at least one security zone, each 
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of the at least one security zone being defined as a grouping of items 
having common security rules, each item residing in a security zone from 
among the at least one security zone, each security zone having one or 
more principals with administrative rights, a method of delegating 
administrative rights to other principals for first items included in a main 
security zone included in the at least one security zone, comprising: 

An act of identifying first items and other items residing in a main 
security zone within a volume comprising a plurality of security zones 
(Column 6, lines 13-52; and Column 8, lines 8-34); 

An act of splitting the main security zone into a first security zone 
and a remaining main security zone, the one or more main principals 
retaining administrative rights for the first security zone and the remaining 
main security zone, the first security zone including the first items and the 
remaining main security zone including only the other items from the main 
security zone not included in the first items (Column 6, lines 13-52; and 
Column 8, lines 8-34), and 

An act of specifying that one or more first principals also have 
administrative rights to the first security zone containing the first items 
(Column 6, lines 13-52; and Column 8, lines 8-34); 

But may not explicitly disclose that the zones are non-overlapping, 

Maier, however, discloses that the first non-overlapping security 
zone and the remaining non-overlapping main security zone do not 
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overlap with any of the plurality of other non-overlapping security zones 
included in the volume, and that the splitting is restricted in such a way as 
to prevent overlapping between security zones and such that none of the 
first items and other items from the main non-overlapping security zone 
are shared when the main non-overlapping security zone is split wherein 
the security zones thereby have a dynamic configurable granularity of 
items having common security rules (Abstract; Column 2. lines 24-33; 
Column 5, line 62 to Column 6. line 18; and Column 9, line 12 to Column 
10, line 67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of applicant's invention to incorporate the partition restructuring 
system of Maier into the delegated administration system of Barnett in 
order to allow the system to restructure and reconfigure the splits or 
partitions of a data storage system (e.g. database) in an efficient manner 
whenever the need arises, thereby allowing the system to dynamically 
change how and where data is stored and managed. 

Regarding Claim 34, 

Claim 34 is a computer program product claim that corresponds to 
method claim 24 and is rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding Claim 25, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24, in 
addition, Barnett discloses that specifying the one or more first principals 
is performed by the one or more main principals (Column 6, lines 13-52). 
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Regarding Claim 27, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24. in 
addition, Barnett discloses the administrative rights being security rights 
(Column 6, lines 13-52; and Column 8, lines 8-34). 

Regarding Claim 28, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24, in 
addition, Barnett discloses the administrative rights being auditing rights 
(Column 6, lines 13-52; and Column 8, lines 8-34). 

Regarding Claim 29. 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24, in 
addition, Barnett discloses specifying security rules for the first security 
zone after the act of splitting (Column 6, lines 13-52; and Column 8, lines 
8-34); and Maier discloses that the zones are non-overlapping (Abstract; 
Column 2, lines 24-33; Column 5, line 62 to Column 6, line 18; and 
Column 9, line 12 to Column 10, line 67). 

Regarding Claim 30, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24, in 
addition, Barnett discloses specifying security rules for the first security 
zone by defaulting the security rules that were from the main security zone 
prior to the act of splitting (Column 5, line 35 t6o Column 6, line 65); and 
Maier discloses that the zones are non-overlapping (Abstract; Column 2, 
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lines 24-33; Column 5, line 62 to Column 6, line 18; and Column 9, line 12 
to Column 10, line 67), 

Regarding Claim 31, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24. in 
addition, Barnett discloses recombining the first security zone and the 
remaining main security zone (Column 6, lines 53-65; and Column 12. line 
45 to Column 13, line 8); and Maier discloses that the zones are non- 
overlapping (Abstract; Column 2, lines 24-33; Column 5, line 62 to Column 
6. line 18; and Column 9, line 12 to Column 10. line 67). 

Regarding Claim 32, 

Barnett as modified by Maier discloses the method of claim 24, in 
addition, Barnett discloses a subsequent remaining main security zone, 
the subsequent remaining main security zone formed from splitting the 
remaining main security zone, wherein the administrative principals of the 
subsequent remaining main security zone are the administrative principals 
in the main security zone, comprising an act of recombining the first 
security zone and the subsequent remaining main security zone (Column 
6, lines 53-65; and Column 12, line 45 to Column 13. line 8); and Maier 
discloses that the zones are non-overlapping (Abstract; Column 2, lines 
24-33; Column 5, line 62 to Column 6. line 18; and Column 9, line 12 to 
Column 10, line 67). 
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3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barnett 
in view of Maier, further in view of Anglin (U.S. Patent Application Publication 
2004/0199521). 

Barnett as modified by Maier may not explicitly disclose labeling the first 
items with a zone enumeration corresponding to the first zone. 

Anglin, however discloses labeling the first items with a security zone 
enumeration corresponding to the first non-overlapping security zone 
(Paragraphs 19, 24, and 25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of applicant's invention to incorporate the group 
management system of Anglin into the delegated administration system of 
Barnett as modified by Maier in order to explicitly associate items with their 
appropriate zone, as well as to associate a zone entry with all of the items that 
belong to that zone, thereby increasing ease of viewing, management, and use 
of the system. 

Conclusion 

* 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey D. Popham whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-7215. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571)272-3865. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 
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